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REMARKS 

The Applicants do not believe that examination of the foregoing amendment will 
result in the introduction of new matter into the present application tor invention. 
Therefore, the Applicants, respectfiilly, request that the above amendment be entei«d and 
that tfie claims to the present ajqiKcation. kindly, be reconsidered. 

The Office Action dated December 3, 2004 has been received and considered by 
the Applicants. Claims 1-2 1 are pending in the present :q>plication for invention. Claims 
1-21 are rejected by the December 3, 2004 Office Action. 

Ihe Office Action rejects Claims 1-21 underthe provisions of 35 U.S.C. §102(e) 
as being anticipated by United States Publication No. US 2002/0024693A1 Jn the name 
of Man<Mr et al. (hereinafter referred to as Manor etaLV 

Kegarding rejected Claims 1, 8, and 9, the Examiner states that Manor etal. teach 
an optical transmission system as defined by the rejected claims. The AppUcant would 
like to, respectfully, point out that the present Invention pertains to transmitting a 
phirality of signals havmg non-overlapping frequency hands over a single optical line 
without requiring a multiplexer for the combining the plurality of signals onto the signle 
optical line, as described on page 7 of the specification, lines 12-18. Manor etal leach a 
system using a multiplexer show in Fig. 1 . The multiplexer of Mimorctal. requires a 
DWDM package within tht multiplexer. The teaching of Manor etal. is an example of 
the prior art device for which the present invention is an improvement over. The present 
invention does not require a multiplexing package to combine the pluraUty of optical 
signals into the single optical line. 

A further example of the differences between the present invention and the 
disclosure of Manpr et al,, is that in order to add or drop channels after muWplexing, 
Manor etal, teach that the signal must first be down converted. The present invention, as 
described on page 6, lines 8-1 7 does not require such a down conveision to add or drop 
lines but instead aUow.s the pluraUty of signals to be fteely combined. Accordingly. 
Claims 1. 8, and 9 have been amended to dcfme subject matter whensin no multiplexing 
package is required in the combining of the plurality of ttansmittisd optical signals into 
the single optical signal in order to clearly distinguish the present inventkm fiom the 
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teachings ofManoretal Manor etaL do not disclose or suggest the transmission of a 
plurdlity of qrticai signals that are combined into a single optical signal without use of a 
miiltiplexing package. 

Regatding Claims 2 and 13, the Examiner states that Manor et at. further teach the 
phiiality of optical signal transmitters produce a pluiaUty of optical signals, and wherein 
the plurality of optical signals are freely combined. The Applicants would like, to 
respectfully, pouit out that the foregoing amendment to the claims defines subject matter 
for combining the signal wthout a mulHplexing padkage, which is not disclosed or 
suggested by Manor etal. The Applicants, respectfully, submit that Claims 2 and 13 
define subject matter that is allowable over Manor et ah . 

Regarding Claims 3, 1 1 , and 14, the foregoing amendment to the claims has 
amended Claim 3, 1 1 and 14 to show the frequency bands arc non-overlapping. The 
Applicant respectfully point out th^ Manor etal combines overlapping and non- 
overlapping frequency bands- Manor et al. do not teach the combination of unique 
frequency bands that are entirely non-overlapping. Therefore, Claims 3, 1 1 and 14 are 
believed to be allowable. 

Regarding Claims 4 and 15, the Examiner states that Manor etal. teach each 
upconverter is characterized by a frequency band, and further wherein the frequency band 
is unique to that the upconverter. The Applicanls would like, to respectfully, point out 
that Manor etal. teach that the frequency band of each of the groups is different, 
however, within the groups channels are created within the same frequency band 
Therefore, this rejection is traversed. Elements from Claims 4 and 1 5 have been 
incorporated in to their respective independent claims. Therefore, Claims 4 have 1 5 have 
been amended to more clearly distinguish the present invention from the teaching of 
MaqQTetal, by includmg recitations regarding of separation the frequency bands and 
further the frequency bands being about 50 Gz; which are not disclosed or suggested by 
Manor et al. 

The Examiner making the rejection with regard to Claims 5 and 16 states that 
Msnoi gt.aL luither teach there is no overlap between frequency bands corresponding to 
each of the upconverters. As previously discussed, the Applicants disagree and traverse 
this assertion. However, in an effort to move this case towards allowance, Clahn 5 and 
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have been amended to recite a se|>aration of 50 Gz and the speed of light dived by 50, 
iTie A|)plicanta would like, to rcspecUully, assert that there is no disclosure or suggestion 
by Man<w^fl|. for sep&iatioQ of fiequency bands by either 50Gz or the speed of light 
divided by 50. Therefore, Claims 5 and 16 are believed to be allowable. . 

Regarding Clauns 6, 10, and 17, the Examiner states Utat Manor etal. teach the 
plurality of optical siginals are combined with a splitter/combiner apparatus. The 
Applicants would like, to respectfully, point out that these claims depend for claims 
defining diat no multiplexing device is used In transmitting the sii^c optical signal, 
which is not disclosed or suggested by Manor etal. Therefore, these claims are believed 
to be allowable. 

The Examiner making die rejection wiflj regard to Claims 7 and 1 8-21 states that 
MaflgrMtaj. teach die output from a first of the at least cue DWDM receivers and the 
output from a second of the at least one DWDM receivers arc signals having diflerent 
wavelengdis, and wherein the different wavelengdu; do not converge. The Applicants 
would like, to respectfiiify, point out thai these claims depend fiom claims that, as 
previously discussed are believed to be allowable. Therefore, Claims 7 and 18-21 arc 
believed to be aUowabte. 

Regarding Claim 12, the Examiner asserts Aat Manor et al, teach an optical 
transmission system as defined by Claim 12. The Applicant icspecriuHy point out that 
Claim 12 has been amended to defines subject matter for no multiplexing package being 
employed in Hie transmission of the single optical signal to the headend. This subject 
matter, as previously discussed, is not known or suggested by Manor el al. Therefore, 
claun 1 2 is believed to be allowable. 
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Applicant is not aware of any additional patents, publications, or other infonnation not 
previously submitted to the Patent and Trademark Office which would be required under 37 
1.99. 

In view of the foregoing amendment and remarks, the AppUcant believes that the presa 
application is in condition for aUowancc, with such aUowance being, iwpcctfully, requested. 



Please address all correspondence for this application to: 
Michael Belk, Senior Intellectual Property Counsel 
Philips Intellectual Property A Standaidg 
Philips Electronics N.A. Corp. 
P.O. Box 3001 

Briarcliff Manor, NY 10510-8001 USA 
(914)333-9<>43. 
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